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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The ABSTRACT is not written to the style of the journal. 
 
The references in text are not to the style of the journal.  References in text should 
be in brackets [5].  References are not done Harvard style. 
 
The STUDY AREA lines 86 to 95 Should be in the MATERIALS AND METHODS. 
 
The map Figure 1 can be in DISCUSSION or RESULTS 
 
REFERENCES at end of article are not to the style of the journal.  REFERENCES at 
end should be numerical order as presented in the text. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The TABLES and FIGURES are useful and provide information. 
 
After the revisions listed above are completed, the article can be published.  
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PART  2:  
 

 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 
none 
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